
For the most part, the story of Japa-
nese armored employment in the Pa-
cific war was a dismal tale of small
units employed in static or infantry
support roles. The Malayan campaign
is the one instance in WWII where the
Japanese used armor effectively in an
exploitation role. The best example
from this campaign occurred in the bat-
tle of the Slim River on January 7th,
1942. Although overlooked by most
U.S. Army students of armored war-
fare, it holds some important lessons in
exploitation, improvisation, and junior
leader initiative.

The British defeat in Malaya has been
the subject of much misconception, the
greatest being that it came about due to
the superior jungle fighting ability of
the Japanese. In fact, little fighting was
done more than a few kilometers from
trafficable roads. The battle for Malaya
was a battle for the maneuver corridors
through the Malayan mountains and
jungle. These corridors were from 50
meters to several kilometers wide, and
were cultivated with rubber tree planta-
tions as well as other agriculture.
Towns dotted the main roads and rail-
roads that ran down the length of the
corridors. Although certainly lush with
vegetation, the corridors could not truly
be classified as jungle. Significantly,
the rubber plantations had numerous
side roads that connected with the main
road and allowed parallel trafficability.

By January 5th, 1942, the British
were in full retreat from northern Ma-
laya. They had suffered through a
month of disastrous engagements,
forced out of position after position by

Japanese envelopments. On more than
one occasion, the roadbound British
units had to attack through Japanese
roadblocks to be able to retreat. This
unbroken string of disasters had left its
mark on all the British units engaged,
particularly the 11th Indian Division,
which had done much of the fighting.
The men who were to occupy the de-
fenses at Slim River were punchdrunk
with fatigue and suffering the low mo-
rale of constant defeat.

The Japanese, on the other hand,
were on a roll. Although fewer in ag-
gregate numbers, they were able to
more effectively mass their combat
power along the maneuver corridors.
Their tactics were simple but effective.
Their advance guard, a reinforced bat-
talion of combined arms elements, in-
cluding infantry (often mounted on bi-
cycles), armor, and engineers would
advance down the maneuver corridor
until they made contact. If not able to
immediately fight through, the Japa-
nese would launch battalion- or regi-
mental-sized infantry envelopments to
get behind the British positions, cut
their lines of communications, and at-
tack them on their unprotected flanks.
The key to the Japanese success was
their ability to sustain momentum and
keep the pressure on the British.

By January 4th, the 12th and 28th
Brigades of the 11th Indian Division
moved into positions forward of Trolak
and extending in depth back to the vi-
cinity of the Slim River bridge. The di-
vision commander, General Paris,
hoped to forestall the previous effects
of shallow Japanese envelopments by

placing his troops in depth. To quote
him:

“In this country, there is one and only
one tactical feature that matters — the
roads. I am sure the answer is to hold
the roads in real depth.”1

This statement is not as unreasonable
as it may first appear.

Although the Japanese logistical tail
was considerably shorter than that of
the British, it still had to use the road
system to sustain its force. General
Paris reasoned that any Japanese at-
tempt to conduct a short envelopment
through the jungle, as previously expe-
rienced, could be counterattacked by
the brigade in depth. The maneuver
corridor did not present much more
than a single battalion’s frontage, even
considering outposts and security ele-
ments placed up to a kilometer into the
jungle on either side. Instead of trying
to extend their forces into the bush to
confront the Japanese while they were
infiltrating, the British would commit
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reserves to counterattack them when
they appeared. This would keep their
forces mobile along the road system.

The 12th Brigade took up forward
positions with its battalions arrayed in
depth, beginning in the vicinity of mile
post 60 and extending back to mile
post 64 (see map, following page). Two
battalions of the Indian Army occupied
the forward positions; the 4/19th Hy-
derabad occupied the initial outpost po-
sition and the 5/2nd Punjabi occupied
the main defense about a mile back.

A third British battalion, the Argyl
and Sutherland Highlanders, was posi-
tioned in the vicinity of Trolak village,
where the jungle began to open out
onto an estate road. The brigade re-
serve, the 5/14th Punjabis, was posi-
tioned at Kampong Slim with the mis-
sion of being prepared to move to a
blocking position one mile south of
Trolak near mile post 65. The 28th Bri-
gade’s positions were south of the 12th
along the maneuver corridor, and were
arrayed as single battalions in depth,

much like the 12th Brigade. However,
on the early morning of January 7th,
the brigade had still not occupied the
positions, having been instructed by
General Paris to rest and reorganize.2

The British infantry units had 12.7-mm
antitank rifles and 40-mm antitank
guns. The AT rifles were only margin-
ally effective. The AT guns would
penetrate any Japanese tank with ease.

A key to the defensive scheme would
be the defenses and obstacles along the
main road. The British should have had
enough time to construct defenses that
would have precluded a quick Japanese
breakthrough. The British were also in
the process of preparing to demolish
numerous bridges along the main road.
However, several factors were to con-
spire against them.

The first factor was fatigue. Their
forces were tired, to the point where
they didn’t do a good terrain analysis
when setting in their defense. There
were many sections of the old highway
running parallel to the newer sections

that had been straightened. These old
sections ran beside the main road
through the jungle and were excellent
avenues of approach. There were also
numerous side roads through the rubber
plantations, and many of these roads
were overlooked. Others were noted,
but did not have sufficient forces allo-
cated to them. 

Secondly, the British units had all suf-
fered numerous casualties. Many of
their formations were under new and
more junior leadership. These leaders
were trying to cope with the monumen-
tal task of reorganizing their stricken
units while conducting defensive
preparations, and they were suffering
from fatigue as much as (if not more
so) than their troops.

Another critical British deficiency
was communications equipment. The
11th Indian Division had lost a great
deal of its signal equipment in the
month-long retreat prior to the Slim
River battle. As a result, there was not
sufficient communications equipment
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to lay commo wire between the bri-
gades. This lack of communications,
combined with fatigue, also prevented
the British artillery from laying in and
registering its batteries to support the
infantry positions. Lastly, the Japanese
had complete mastery of the air. This
precluded the British from moving up
their supplies in daylight and severely
limited the extent of their defensive
preparation.

All of these factors combined to rob
the British of their opportunity to build
a cohesive defense. They had sufficient
barrier material, in the form of mines,
concrete blocks, and barbed wire to
construct an effective obstacle system
in depth, but at the time of the Japa-
nese attack, only a fraction of it had
been brought forward. In the location
where the Japanese actually broke
through, there were only 40 AT mines
and a few concrete blocks emplaced
when the Japanese attacked.3

On the afternoon of the 5th, the Brit-
ish 5/16th (the covering force) with-
drew, and soon afterward the advance
guard of the Japanese 42nd Regiment,
5th Infantry Division, made contact
with the forward elements of the Hy-
derabad battalion. The Japanese probed
the Hyderabads’ forward positions and
were repulsed. The Japanese advanced
guard commander, Colonel Ando, de-
cided to wait for tanks and other sup-
porting troops. The 6th of January was
spent by the Japanese reconnoitering
the British defenses and preparing for
their usual infiltration along the British
flanks.

Major Shimada, the commander of
the Japanese tank unit attached to the
42nd Infantry (a company plus of 17
medium and 3 light tanks from the or-
ganic tank battalion of the Japanese 5th
Infantry Division) implored Colonel
Ando to be allowed to attack straight
down the road. Ando was at first skep-
tical, but finally acquiesced, reasoning
that if the tank attack failed, the infil-
tration could still continue.4 The Japa-
nese tank company, with an attached
infantry company and engineer platoon
in trucks, was set to begin the assault at
0330 the next morning.

The Japanese attack began with artil-
lery and mortar concentrations falling
on the 4/19th Hyderabad’s forward po-
sitions, while at the same time infantry
units assaulted the forward positions of
the Hyderabads, and engineers cleared
the first antitank obstacles along the
road. At approximately 0400, the Japa-

nese armored column started forward,
crewmembers initially ground-guiding
their vehicles through the British obsta-
cle. 

The Hyderabads had no antitank
guns, but did manage to call artillery
fire on the Japanese, which knocked
out one tank. The rest of the Japanese
column swept through the breach and
continued down the road to the next
battalion position. Behind them, the re-
mainder of the 3rd Battalion, 42nd In-
fantry, completed the destruction of the
Hyderabad battalion, leaving only dis-

organized and bypassed elements to be
mopped up later.

The Japanese column moved on. By
0430, it had reached the main defen-
sive belt of the 5/2nd Punjabi battalion.
The lead tank hit a mine and was dis-
abled, and the remainder of the column
stacked up behind the disabled vehicle
almost bumper to bumper. The Pun-
jabis attempted to knock out the Japa-
nese tanks with Molotov cocktails and
12.7-mm antitank rifles, but were
largely stopped by a heavy volume of
fire from the Japanese tanks and infan-
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try. At this point, the Japanese found
one of the unguarded loop roads that
paralleled the main road and took it,
bypassing the Punjabi defenses and
taking them in the flank. The Punjabis’
defense collapsed into a series of small
units fighting where they stood or try-
ing to escape. The Japanese armor con-
tinued on, leaving the tireless 3d Bat-
talion, 42nd Infantry, and other ele-
ments of the Japanese advance guard to
complete the destruction of the Pun-
jabis.

Unfortunately for the British, this was
the last prepared defensive position
facing the Japanese. The Punjabis had
emplaced only a single small mine-
field. In spite of this, they somehow
managed to hold the Japanese for al-
most an hour, taking heavy casualties
from the tanks’ fire, before the Japa-
nese found another loop road and were
off again. It was about 0600; the Japa-
nese were exploiting like broken-field
runners. Almost 1,000 British and In-
dian soldiers were dead, prisoners or
fugitives in small groups heading south
along the edge of the jungle.

Tragically for the British, no word of
the fiasco had reached either the re-
maining battalions of the 12th Brigade
(the Argyls and the 5/14th Punjabis) or
the 28th Brigade. The Japanese ar-
mored juggernaut, (about 16 tanks
strong at this point), with what re-
mained of the accompanying infantry
and engineers, continued south at a fast
pace.

The next unit they encountered was
the unsuspecting Argyl and Sutherland
Highlanders, who had established two
roadblocks in their defensive sector.
The speed of Japanese movement, and
the abysmal nature of British commu-
nications, caught the Argyls unaware
and unprepared. The Japanese column
burst through the first blocking position
almost before the Argyls could offer
any resistance. The fight at the second
roadblock took only a little longer, with
the Japanese destroying several British
armored cars before continuing on. The
remainder of the Argyl battalion was
engulfed by the follow-on Japanese in-
fantry in much the same manner as the
other battalions.

To their credit, the Argyls fought fe-
rociously in small groups and held the
Japanese infantry longer than any of
the other battalions. This, in turn, in-
creased the distance between the Japa-
nese armored column and the follow-
on infantry. Had the 28th Brigade been
in a better defensive posture, this might

have made a difference. As it was, the
Argyls’ sacrifice was in vain.

The Japanese tankers took full advan-
tage of the confusion in the British de-
fense to continue their advance down
the main road towards the Slim River
bridge. Upon reaching Trolak, they
scattered the engineers who were pre-
paring the bridge for demolition. The
lead tank platoon leader, Lieutenant
Watanabe, personally dismounted from
his command tank and slashed the
demolition electrical wires with his
sword.5 The lieutenant and his com-
pany commander sensed that they had
the momentum in this drive and that it
was urgent to keep the pressure on the
disorganized British. The Japanese
tanks and the few remaining infantry
and engineers that had somehow stayed
with them raced ahead. It was approxi-
mately 0730. South of Trolak, the Japa-
nese armor encountered the 5/14th
Punjabis, who were moving along the
road in march column towards their
designated blocking position. The tanks
literally raced through the surprised
battalion, machine-gunning a large
number of the Punjabis before they
could even get off the road. In only a
few minutes, the 12th Brigade’s reserve
ceased to exist as an effective unit. The
Japanese armor continued its un-
checked advance along the main road.

The British had lost track of the bat-
tle. General Paris was not informed of
the breakthrough until 0630.6 He im-
mediately ordered the 28th Brigade to
occupy its defensive positions and to
detach its antitank battery forward to
the 12th Brigade. Unfortunately, the
battery met the Japanese while moving
up the road and was destroyed before it
could unlimber its guns and engage the
enemy. Thus, one of the few units in
the 28th Brigade that was capable of
stopping the Japanese armor was elimi-
nated at the outset of that brigade’s
fight. Incredibly, the 28th Brigade had
not received word of the complete
penetration of the 12th Brigade. The
Japanese armor slammed into the 28th
Brigade while it was moving to its de-
fensive positions and swept it aside in a
series of short bloody encounters. Like
the 5/14th Punjabis, the 2/1st Gurkhas
were surprised in march column on the
road while moving to their defensive
positions and suffered severe casualties
before they could get out of the way of
the Japanese armor. The other battal-
ions of the 28th Brigade, 2/9th and
2/2nd Ghurkas, tried to engage the
Japanese armor, but with no antitank

obstacles and only a few 12.7-mm AT
rifles, they were quickly bypassed.

The Japanese armor continued to
move down the road, shooting up
transport columns and disrupting
demolition efforts on the road and at
three lesser bridges. The Japanese tanks
had by now completely outrun their ac-
companying infantry and engineers.
The follow-on infantry battalions con-
tinued to fight through the disorganized
defenses bypassed by the armor. The
Japanese tanks next shot up two artil-
lery batteries of the 137th Field Regi-
ment before reaching the Slim River
bridge at approximately 0830. The anti-
aircraft defenses of the bridge consisted
of 40-mm Bofors antiaircraft guns.
These engaged the Japanese tanks but
were ineffective — their shells would
not penetrate. Their crews took many
casualties from Japanese return fire.
The antiaircraft gunners and the engi-
neers preparing demolitions on the
Slim River bridge scattered. Lieutenant
Watanabe (who was wounded by this
time) directed the machine gun fire of
his tank against the wires to the bridge
demolition and succeeded in severing
them. The Japanese force (by this time
consisting of about a dozen tanks) left
two of their number to guard the bridge
and continued south along the main
road. Finally, after continuing for two
more miles, the Japanese ran into an-
other British artillery battalion, the
155th Field Regiment. This artillery
unit deployed its 4.5-inch howitzers in
the direct fire mode and engaged the
Japanese over open sights at less than
200 meters. The lead Japanese tank
(commanded by Lieutenant Watanabe)
was destroyed and the entire crew
killed. Other Japanese tanks were dam-
aged. Checked at last, the Japanese
tankers returned to the Slim River
bridge to guard their valuable prize.
The Japanese infantry accompanying
the tanks, not less than a company in
strength, arrived a few hours later. The
main body of the 42nd Infantry Regi-
ment did not link up with the armored
unit until almost midnight. The Japa-
nese had lost about eight tanks, some
of which were recoverable. Their infan-
try losses had been moderate, but re-
placable. Their morale was sky high.

Summary

The Japanese had won a smashing
victory. In the space of about seven
hours, with a single company of obso-
lete tanks supported by infantry and en-
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gineers, and followed by an infantry
regiment (-), they had almost com-
pletely destroyed an entire British divi-
sion. By the afternoon of the 7th of
January, the British units the Japanese
armor had bypassed were a jumble of
disorganized fugitives. In the best
shape were the infantry battalions of
the 28th Brigade, who could retreat
across an adjacent railroad bridge. In
the worst shape were the men of the
12th Brigade; literally all of them were
either killed, taken prisoner, or moving
in fugitive groups trying to infiltrate
back. 

The losses to the Argyl and Suther-
land Highlanders were especially tragic
to the British, as they had repeatedly
proven themselves to be the best
trained battalion in Malaya. Had they
not been surprised by the Japanese ar-
mor, they could conceivably have held
the Japanese advance long enough for
the 28th Brigade to have reached its
positions and unlimbered its antitank
guns. The battle probably could not
have been salvaged, but at least a more
orderly retreat would have been possi-
ble, followed by the demolition of the
Slim River bridge. As it was, less than
one hundred men of this battalion man-
aged to reach British lines. The magni-
tude of the disaster is reflected in the
number of survivors from each brigade.
Only 400 men of the four battalions in
12th Brigade managed to break out and
rejoin the retreating British army. The
28th Brigade did slightly better, with
approximately 700 men, but this unit
was also clearly decimated. All in all,
the British lost two brigades in the
Slim River battle, along with most of
two battalions of artillery, as well as
transportation, signal, engineer, and
other supporting units. Those British
and Indian soldiers and units that es-
caped, escaped on foot. Not a single
vehicle was retrieved from north of the
Slim River.

The remainder of the Japanese pursuit
of the British down the Malay penin-
sula retained the same flavor as the
Slim River actions — relentless, ag-
gressive Japanese pursuit of tired Brit-
ish units who had suffered too many
losses in personnel and equipment and
who could never keep the Japanese
from operating inside their decision cy-
cle. The Japanese did meet a series of
reverses when they encountered fresh
Australian troops of the 8th Australian
Infantry Division. A cautionary note on
headlong armored exploitation was
sounded just 11 days later near the
small town of Bakri. The Japanese at-

tempted to repeat their Slim
River success by sending a
light tank company to attack
down the main road. The
Australians defending the an-
titank obstacle on the road
coolly waited for the Japa-
nese to begin negotiating the
obstacles and then quickly
knocked out nine Japanese
tanks with antitank gun fire.
The accompanying infantry
was also temporarily stopped
by the Australians, suffering
numerous casualties. The
Japanese formula from Slim
River was unchanged. The
defenders however, were
fresh troops who had had the
opportunity to emplace their
defense properly. Unfortu-
nately for the Australians, the
rest of the British forces
were simply too depleted
from their earlier defeats to
offer an effective resistance.
As a result, they were com-
pelled to retreat to the island
of Singapore with the rest of
the British army, abandoning
Malaya to the Japanese on
30 January. Singapore would
surrender two weeks later.

Lessons Learned

• Armored exploitation
and exploitation in general is
something to be seized upon.
Had the Japanese halted to
regroup, or waited for addi-
tional forces after having
penetrated the 12th Brigade
near Trolak, the 28th Brigade
would have had enough time
to go into a hasty defense.
The experience of the Japa-
nese tank company that was
shot up by the Australians while trying
to repeat the events of January 7th
shows what would have happened to
the Japanese on that day had the Brit-
ish been able to get their antitank guns
into action. The Japanese decision to
press on was taken by junior officers
and supported by their commander,
who didn’t wait for a perfect sitrep.
The Japanese knew that they had the
British disorganized, and that they had
to just keep hitting them.

• Like the OPFOR at the JRTC, the
Japanese were able to avoid British de-
fenses and sustain their momentum by
pushing their mass down side trails that
were poorly defended or undefended.

They sacrificed frontage to do this, and
on several occasions had a mass of ve-
hicles stacked up in column while only
the first few in line could fight. Had
the British been able to accurately mass
artillery on them, they could have
slowed their advance. However, the
British often didn’t know the Japanese
armor was there until it burst upon
them out of the side roads. The mo-
mentum of the Japanese advance did
not allow the British to track the battle
effectively. The lesson here is that ar-
mor units cannot be wedded to wide
avenues of approach. By assuming risk
on the side roads, the Japanese were
able to bypass British defenses and sur-
prise the British units.

 Japanese Armor at Slim River

The Japanese used two types of tanks at the
Slim River battle. The main medium tank used
was the Type 94, which was the most common
Japanese medium tank throughout the early part
of the Pacific war. The light tanks used were
Type 95s, which were encountered by Allied
forces throughout the entire war.

The Type 94 was an older design that was first
introduced in 1934. Weighing 15 tons, its armor
was only 17mm at its thickest. The tank had an
advertised maximum speed of 28 mph, although
20 mph or less was the norm due to its being
relatively underpowered. The 57-mm gun was a
good infantry support weapon; however, there
was no coaxial machine gun — the turret ma-
chine gun faced out of the turret rear. In addi-
tion, there was a hull machine gun. The Type 94
did carry a large amount of ammunition: 100 57-
mm rounds and 2,800 rounds of machine gun
ammunition. It was cramped for its crew of five
men, and visibility from it was poor. There was
no radio to communicate with other vehicles,
communication being done by flags or shouted
orders. The Type 94 had an unrefueled range of
100 miles. (See illustration on pp. 26-27.)

The Type 95 light tank was a slightly newer
design that had some of the same problems of
the Type 94 as well as many of its own. The
10-ton tank had even thinner armor than the
Type 94 (14mm). It was slightly faster than the
Type 94 and could achieve its maximum speed
of 25(+) mph. It was armed with a 37-mm gun,
as well as two machine guns in a similar ar-
rangement to the Type 94. However, the three-
man crew could not operate all the weapons at
once. The commander was particularly over-
taxed, having to load and fire the main gun or
turret machine gun, as well as command the
tank. The Type 95 also had an operational radius
of about 100 miles.

Source: Defeat In Malaya: Arthur Swinson, pp. 70, 71.
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• Hand-in-hand with this is the les-
son that “tankable terrain” is any place
a tank can physically go. The British
had dismissed Malaya as terrain un-
suited for armored operations.7 The
narrow frontages confronting them
made even the limited number of Japa-
nese tanks available decisive. In a nar-
row maneuver corridor, an armored
unit does not have to be of divisional
strength to have a critical impact on the
outcome of the battle.

• The Japanese exploited their suc-
cess by rushing units after their ar-
mored column as quickly as possible.
Had they not done so, the armor, with
its small complement of accompanying
infantry and engineers, would have
been overwhelmed and destroyed by
regrouping British units. By following
hot on the heels of the armor, the Japa-
nese denied the British the opportunity
to regroup.

• The Japanese proved again the
value of a large volume of suppressive
fire. Several times, the Japanese col-
umn was stacked up amongst the Brit-
ish defenses. The extremely high vol-
ume of fire placed on the British by the
tanks and their accompanying infantry
allowed them to survive this exposure
until the obstacles could be reduced or
a bypass found.

• The experience of the British in
being unable to set in an adequate
hasty defense is a stark example of the
strain of retrograde operations under
pressure. The unpreparedness of the
British defenses was due largely to fa-
tigue and the requirements of recon-
solidation after a month of continuous
fighting. There were sufficient mines
and barrier materials, as well as anti-
tank weapons and artillery, available
for the British defensive scheme of ma-
neuver. Anyone who shrugs off the
British in this case study as just another
unit that failed their defensive prep
phase at the NTC is missing the point.
What confronted the leaders up and
down the chain of command in those
two brigades was about as bad as it
gets. They were planning a hasty de-
fense in unfamiliar terrain while reor-
ganizing units that were at about 66
percent strength from combat losses (a
high percentage of those losses were
leadership personnel). They hadn’t
slept for two days, and were under con-
stant air attack. Leaders at all levels
should contemplate that, and think
about how they’d overcome those con-
ditions.

• A final lesson is an oft-repeated
one in armored warfare. Ultimately, it
isn’t the machines; it’s the men who
drive them. The Japanese tanks were
obsolescent, even by the standards of
the day. The mediums could barely
travel 18 mph and had very thin armor
that could be penetrated with ease by
British antitank guns. The light tanks
were literally three-man tin cans, with
the commander also acting as the
loader and the gunner. The Japanese
tank machine guns were magazine-fed,
as opposed to belt-fed, and the visibil-
ity from the vehicles was poor. All in
all, they were not ideal weapons of
war. However, they were driven by
crews who were well trained in their
use, understood their capabilities, and
who possessed a ferocious will to com-
bat the enemy. This factor bears con-
sideration in today’s world. When was
the last time one of us shrugged off an
enemy armed with T55s?

Conclusion

Although not involving nearly as
many tanks as the great battles in
Europe and Africa, the Japanese attack
and exploitation at the Slim River was
one of the most decisive uses of armor
in WWII. Lieutenant Watanabe and
Major Shimada and their men certainly
belong in the ranks of the great tankers
of WWII. Their exploit was equal to
the best of the Americans of the 4th
Armored Division, Rybalko’s Tank
Guards, or Hermann Balck’s 11th
Panzers. Although the vehicles they
used were little better than tin cans,
their offensive spirit and willingness to
relentlessly pursue an off-balance en-
emy was in the best traditions of the
combat arm of decision.

Notes

1Falk, Stanley, Seventy Days To Singapore,
G.P. Putnam and Sons, 1973, p. 148.

2Percival, Arthur LTG, The War in Malaya,
Byrne and Spotteswoode Publishers, London,
1949, p. 203.

3Kirby, Woodburn S., Singapore — The
Chain of Disaster, Macmillan Co., 1971, p.
177.

4Allen, Louis, Singapore — 1941-1942, Asso-
ciated University Press, p. 149.

5Tsjui, Manaboru, Singapore, The Japanese
Version, Oxford University Press, 1960, p. 172.

6Palit, P.K. Brigadier, The Campaign in Ma-
laya, The English Book Store Press, New
Delhi, 1960, p. 59.

7Swinson, Arthur, Defeat in Malaya, Ballan-
tine Books, 1969, p. 41.

Bibliography

Allen, Louis, Singapore 1941-1942, Associated
University Press

Falk, Stanley, Seventy Days to Singapore, G.P.
Putnam and Sons, 1973

Hall, Timothy, The Fall of Singapore, Mandi-
ran Books, Australia, 1983

Kirby, Woodburn S., Singapore, The Chain of
Disaster, Macmillan Co., 1971

Owen, Frank, The Fall of Singapore, Pan
Books, London, 1960

Palit, P.K. Brigadier, The Campaign in Malaya,
The English Book Store Press, New Delhi,
1960

Percival, Arthur, Lieutenant General, The Cam-
paign in Malaya, Byrne and Spotteswoode
Publishers, London, 1949

Stinson, Arthur, Defeat In Malaya, The Fall of
Singapore, Ballantine Books, 1969

Tsjui, Manasoburu, Singapore, The Japanese
Version, Oxford University Press, 1960

Wigmore, Lionel, The Japanese Thrust: Can-
berra, Australian War Memorial, 1957

ARMOR — May-June 1996 31

Lieutenant Colonel Martin
N. Stanton received his infan-
try commission in 1978 from
Florida Tech. He served as a
company XO with 1st Infantry
Training Brigade at Ft. Ben-
ning; rifle and TOW platoon
leader with 1-9 Infantry in Ko-
rea; assistant G3 staff officer
with 9th ID, and commander,
D Company, 2-2 Infantry,
both at Ft. Lewis, Wash. He
served as company and S3
observer/controller at the
NTC at Ft. Irwin; senior bri-
gade advisor, 2d Saudi Na-
tional Guard Mech Brigade,
Hofuf, Saudi Arabia, and as
S3, 2-87 Infantry, Ft. Drum,
N.Y. His combat service in-
cludes the Gulf War in 1991
and Somalia, 1992-93. A
graduate of the College of
Naval Command and Staff at
Newport, R.I., he is currently
assistant J5 Policy, USCENT-
COM.


